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IMPORTANT DECISION, 
From the (Proy.) Christian Telescope. 


Slizab. Fernandiz and Sarah Hall, vs. Wm. Henderson, 
In Equity. Union District, Aug. 1827. 
; Case of Partition. 


(Concluded from page 184.) 


In the case before Chief Justice Spencer, 
the person offered as a witness, disavowed the 
belief in a God altogether, and believed that 
man perished altogether like beasts. Since ex- 
amining the case of Jackson vs. Gridley 18th 
Johnson, I am indebted to Mr. M’Cord, alearn- 
ed counsellor of our bar for pointing out to me 
“some decisions reported in 2d Cowen’s Re- 
ports, New-York, onthis question. Inthe case 
of Butts vs. Swartout, 2d Cowen, 431 it was de- 
sided, that one who believes in the existence 
a.God is a competent witness. The margi- 
‘nal note goes further. But the opinion expres- 
sed by the person offered as a witness, sworn to 
by another witness, as that he believed inthe 
Deity, and in the doctrine of universal salva- 
tion. He was admitted to be sworn. In anote 
to this case, it is stated that there are many per- 
sons in the state of New-York who deny any 

‘future punishment of the wicked after this life, 
and that the question as to their admissibility 
-as witnesses has been frequently agitated but 
never distinctly brought before the Supreme 
‘Court. In one case before the Circuit Court, 
the People vs. Matteson, Judge Walworth de- 
livered the judgment of the court.—It decided 
that the belief of rewards and punishments in 
this life is sufficient to admit a witness to be 
sworn. In a clear review of the subject the 
Judge shews that the elementary writers have 
all been misled by Atkins, who in his report of 

Omichand vs. Barker, ascribes to Chief Jus- 
tice Willes, an opinion which he did not enter- 
- tain, as appears by his own report of what his 

real opinion was.—This error arose from the 

confidence reposed in the accuracy of Atkins, 
whose error-was never corrected until the pub- 
lications of Willes’ Reports, 50 years after. 

He also cites a case from 15th Mass. Rep. 
_ 184: wherein it was decided that the infidelity 
of a witress as to a fulure state of existence, goes 

to his credibility, and not to his competency. 

in short, that whenever you have a tie on the 
conscience, the witness is admissible. 

- Ina note in 2d Cowen, p. 572 3, 4, Judge 

Williams delivers a clear opinion, “‘that it is 
not necessary in order to render a man a com- 
petent witness, that he should believe any thing 
more than that there is a Supreme Being, and 
that he will reward and punish either in this life 
or another life, 

In our own state, in the case of this State vs. 

- Petty, two of the Judges (Colcock and Rich- 
“ardson) were of opinion that a man “who did 
not believe in a future state of rewards and 

| punishments, could not be ‘a witness,” which I 

~ understand had reference to a future state of 
existence. Judges Johnson, Not, and Huger, 

reserved their opinions: Harper’s State Rep. p. 
' 59: I owe and feel great deference for the 


i 


judgements of the courts of our own state. 
Stare decises is a maxim of wisdom and of 
peace. If this had been the judgment of the 
court, I should have felt bound by it, however, 
my private opinion might be different. It is 
evidently, however, not the judgment of the 
court, but the opinion of two judges, which are 
entitled to great respect but does net establish 
the law. 

1 have considered this question much and 
anxiously, and I acknowledge that I have come 
to a different conclusion, with an entire con- 
viction of my judgment. The object of testi- 
mony is the attainment of truth. It is the ap- 
prehension of obtaining a falsehood instead of 
truth, which has induced human tribunals to 
require the highest sanction which can be ob- 
tained. An appeal to the God of truth in the 
manner deemed the most sacred and obligatory 
ou his Conscience, by the person offered as a 
witness has been universally held to be the high- 
est sanction. Jews and Gentiles, Europeans and 
Asiatics Ancients and Moderns have resorted to 
and relied on this as the test of truth; the high- 
est discovered by human wisdom. 

In the case before us, the person offered as 
a witness, believes in a Supreme Being, a God, 
who is the ruler of the Universe, and who is the 
avenger of falsehood. But in his creed, that 
vengeance is poured out on the forsworn wit- 
ness in this life, and not in another state of 
being. He believes the impious wretch can 
never escape detection from the eye of Omnis- 
crence. i + 

It does appear to me that this is a sufficient 
sanction to guarantee the attainment of truth 
from awitness. Itis said by very learnedmen 
that the Mosaic dispensation did not look be- 
yond rewards and punishments in this life— 
And even in our Saviour’s time, the Sadducees 
did mot believe in a future state. Yet oaths 
were required abundantly male that system, 
as well as under allthe Heathen systems. Yet 
St. Paul says expressly that lifeand immortality 
were brought to light by our Saviour, and 
surely the doubt of the great Philosophers 
during the brilliant periods of Greece and Rome, 
shews the necessity of such a revelation. There 
is yet another sanction derived from human 
laws. Every witness knows that he gives evi- 
dence, under penalties provided by human laws 
to punish wilful falsehood in testimony. I 
would not, however, press this argument, be- 
cause it might lead too far, and admit even 
those who defy wholly the existence of a God 
or Providence, or punishments in this or anoth- 
er world. 

What has made a great impression on my 
mind, is, that the object is of vast extent, the 
limits of which I cannot perceive. . It might ex- 
clude all those from being witnesses, who do 
not believe in the eternity of punishments. It 
may exclude Roman Catholics, who Believe 
that punishments in another world, may be a- 
voided altogether by absolution, or diminished 
by masses and prayers. In short, I know not 
where the objection would stop in its operation, 
and it would be more mischievious in this coun- 
try than in any other; because the unbounded 


jury to him. 


jurors or judges, 


liberty of conscience enjoyed by our citizens, 
leads to many aberations from the standard of 
belief which others think correct. The busi- 
ness of the court is not with opinions, The 
only question is whether thére is reasonable 
ground to believe that we have such a tie. on 
the conscience of the person offered asawitness, 
as may ensure his telling the truth. I think 
we have, in the case I am considering, and feel 
bound to admit the witness as competent, 
There is, however, another ground on which 
it is my duty to express an opinion. It was 
contended for the ‘defendant, that the witness 
was entitled to be sworn, because the consti- 
tution of the state guarantees liberty of con- 
science, which would be violated by excluding 
citizens from being witnesses, on accoung of 
their religious opinions. The Ist sec. of the 
8th art. of the constitution, is that relied on.— 
That section provides, that the free exercise 
and enjoyment of religious profession and wor- 
ship without discrimination or preference, shall 
forever hereafter be allowed within this state 
to all mankind. Provided, that the liberty of 
conscience thereby declared shall not be so 
constructed, as to excuse acts of licentiousness, or 


justify practices inconsistert with the peace or 


safety of this State. 

On the argument of the case, it was contend= 
ed by the council who opposed the admission 
of Mr. Jones as & competent witness, that the 
inquiry into his religious opmions, did not con- 
travene this article of the constitution. That 
he might still enjoy his religious profession and 
worship, notwithstanding such exclusion; and 
thatthe exclusion would merely operate on his 
civil ‘and not on his religious rights. I have 
considered this subject with attention, and I 
am not satisfied with this argument. If aman’s 
religious opinions are made a ground to exclude 
him from the enjoyment of civil rights, then he 
does not enjoy the freedom of his religious pro- 
fession and worship. His exclusion from being 
a witness in Courts of justice, is a serious in- 
It is also degradmg to himand 
others who think with him.. If men may be 
excluded for their religious opinions from being 
witnesses, they may be excluded from being 
And the Legislature might 
enact a law excluditg such persons from hold- 
ing any other office or serving in the legisla- 
turé, or bécoming teachers of schools, or pro-~ 
fessors of colleges. In my judgment this would 
be in the very teeth of the constitution and 
would violate the spirit of all our institutions. 

I donot know in what that state of things 
would differ from the galling restraints of the 
Trish Roman Catholics, which have so long 
kept that beautiful country, and that high spir- 
ited people, in a state of degradation and mise- 
ry, of discontent and rebelliofi. It would seem 
to me to be a mockery to say to men, you may 
enjoy the fredom of your religious professions 
and worship, but if you differ from us in cer- 
tain dogmas and points of belief, you shall be 
disqualified and deprived of the rights of a citi- 
zen, to which you would be entitled but for 
those differences of religious opinion. 

The provision Ist sec. of the 8th article of 


138. 


UNIVERSALIST: MAGAZIN 


E 


the constitution, states the sole limitation to the | 
freedom of religious profession and worship.— 
The restriction is upon acts and practices, and 
not upon opinions. Now the belief of Mr. 
Jones, who is objected to as a witness, that 
there will not be rewards and punishments 
in another state of being, for acts done in this 
world, is neither an act nor a practice; it is 
merely an opinion; a religious profession.— 
He does believe in the punishment of evil 
deeds but it is in this world, under the superin- 
tending Providence of the Omniscient God, 
who can never be deceived as to the import of 
human actions, or their motives, This, [think 
gives a sufficient tie on his conscience. 

I am aware that there is great force in the 
remarks of Chief Justice Spencer, in the last 
paragraph of the Judgment of the Court in 
New-York, the case of Jackson vs. Gridley, 
18th Johnson, 106.—It amounts, however, only 
to this: That though, every man has a right to 
indulge in his religious opinions, which is a, 
concern between his conscience and his God, 
the tribunals have aright to interfere in the 
ascertainment of truth—and that these are 


bound to see that no man’s rights are impaired | 


but through the medium of testimony entitled 
to credit, and no testimony is entitled to belief 
unless delivered under the sanction of an oath 
which comes home to the conscience of the 
witness and creates a tie arising from this be- 
lief, that false swearing would expose him to 
punishment in the life to come. On this the 
learned Judge states, rest all our institutions 


devisavit et non. But in that case it would feel 
itself bound to direct that all three of the wit- 
nesses should be examined. 

I will make but one remark more, which is 
that the rejection of the witness by the ordina- 
ry, is. not res judicata. The ecclesiastical 
Courts, of which that is the only remnant with 
us, never had jurisdiction of wills which effect- 
ed real estate though from wills commonly con- 


|estate, that office has been made the place of 
deposit and recording. The jurisdiction as to 
wills of real estate belongs to the temporal 
courts. Henry W. Desassur. 


For the Universalist Magazine. 


ELEGANT BIBLES, FIT TO BE SEEN IN 
A. LADY’S HAND. 


A writer in a late number of the Recorder 
& Telegraph, speaking of Bible Societies, says, 
that they ought to keep “elegant Bibles, so 
|that persons of wealth may buy a copy, ina 
\style answering to their habitations, furniture 
and equipage. It is treating the Bible with 
contempt,” he says, “to have elegance and, 
cost in every thing else, and cheapness and 
coarseness here. 
nished with Bibles suited for all classes—Bi- 
bles which may be carried to a Sabbath School, 
and the Bible Class; and Bibles which may be 
taken on a journey, and may find a place in a 
Gentleman’s baggage, and be fit to be seen in 


especially the administration of Justice. The 
question, however, is, whether the belief of 
God and his Providence, and that he is the a- 
venger of falsehood, though the vengeance is 
confined to punishment im this world, does not 
give this tie, this hold on the conscience which 
is sought for? In my judgment it does, so far 
at least as to impose on the court an obligation 
to forbear its interference with the civil rights 
of the man, which would be violated by exclud- 
ing him from being a witness. It will be time 
enough to consider and decide when the case 
arises, whether a man who is offered, as a 
witness, should be rejected because of his dis- 
belief in God, in Providence, and in any re- 
ward and punishment in this world, or in the 
world to come. Jn such a.case there could be 
no tie or hold on the conscience, for there 
could be no conscience. When such an un- 
happy case arises, it will.be most solemnly 
considered. Upon the whole, I am of opinion, 
that on principle, as. well as on the. provision 
of the constitution, Mr. Jones is a competent 
witness, and the party interested in the will of 
Mr. John Henderson, is entitled to the benefit 
of his testimony. I feel strengthened in this 
view of the case by the respect. shown to the 
tenderness of conscience in the case of the 
Roman Catholic priest in New-York, who re- 
fused to give evidence in a criminal prosecu- 
tion, as to facts which came to his knowledge, 
as a priest in the confessional, from his peni- 
tent. Mr.Clinton, then mayor of New-York ina 
learned and eloquent argument, exempted him 
from the obligation of disclosing such evidence. 
And it being conceded that Mr. Jones was the 
third subscribing witness to the last will of Col. 
John Henderson, and corroborates their testi- 
mony as to the due execution of the said will, 
so as to pass real estate, and there being a de- 
vise of the land in dispute to the defendant 
’ Wm. Henderson, the complainants are not en- 
titled to partition thereof, which they seek by 
their bill. 
“Af it be desired, the court will direct an issue 


a Lady’s hand.” 


“Be fil to be seen in a Lady’s hand” !!-Marvel- 
lous!—What. Bibles are not fit to seen in a La- 
dy’s hand? What Bibles may not find a place 
in the Gentleman’s baggage? Really, our or- 
thodox brethren seem, all at once to have dis- 
covered the importance of learning the way of 
salvation ina becoming style! In a few years, 
if they improve this plan, and bring it to perfec- 
tion they wil not read a common Bible.— 
“Treating the Bible with contempt”! Would 
it not be treating with contempt, the records of 
the meek and lowly Jesus, who was born of 
poor parents, cradled in a manger; and while 
on earth had not where to lay his head, to deck 
them out in all the gaudy tinsel of the luxu- 
rious rich? Remember, humility is, in every 
sphere of life, an important trait in the charac- 
ter of the lady, gentleman, and Christian. 

E. C, Jr. 


For the Universalist Magazine. 


DR. EMMONS’ DISCOURSE. 


.Dr. Emmons _published a Discourse deliver- 
ed on the 4th of July, more than twenty years 
ago, I lately met with it, I think, for the first 
time, Like his sermons generally it is plain 
and instructive. I think him an able and ex- 
cellent sermonizer. But in the sermon alluded 
to, the Dr. says, “That in a well regulated, 
federal government, there must not.be any 
sacrificing a_part for the good of the whole.— 
There must.be no monarchy, aristocracy, nor 
democracy alone to rule, but a mixture of all 
these, similar to our state, and national govern- 
ments. These were the principles maintained 
in the declaration of independence, and in the 
federal constitution. To this principle, Wash- 
ington, Franklin, Adams, Jay, Ellsworth and 
other eminent men adhered, for these they la- 
bored and suffered.” It appeared to me, Sir, 
that the Dr. was correct in his opinion on this 
point. But a query arose, how dees the Dr.’s 


taining disposition of personal as’ well as real 


Let the depositories be far-| 


tently sacrifice millions of mankind to suffer 
endless misery, in order to promote the happi- 
ness of the elect of God. He supposes God 
makes creatures. to be, what they are. That 
the elect are no better by nature or practice, 
before regeneration, which is God’s work, than. 
are the reprobate. Yet. God will sacrifice a 
large part of mankind for the good of the rest. 
The Dr. supposes that God cannot consistent- 
ly with his perfections, save all mankind, from 
sin and endless wo. He admits that divine 
goodness is universal, and therefore extends to 
every creature which he.has made, But to in- 


crease the happiness of a,part, he will make | - 


the rest wicked and miserable forever. 
Now.according to his notions of divine gov- 
ernment, why may not mankind imitate him, 
and make a part of a town, state or nation, as 
miserable as possible, that others may be more 
happy! It-may be necessary to sacrifice the ease 


felicity ofthe same persons. But to sacrifice 
a part eternally for the good of the whole, or 
rather of another part eternally, seems contrary 
‘to justice and goodness, as well as contrary to 
Dr. Emmons’ political opinions, 

The Dr. maintains that both saints and sin- 
ners act under a divine irresistible power of 
the Almighty, to accomplish his eternal purpo- 
ses. Hence he can change asinner’s heart at 
any time he pleases, and make him a pure saint, 
in a moment, of his free grace, through Christ; 
and not punish, but: parden the sinner. And 


the reason why, he supposes, God will not 
change every sinner’s heart, isnot because the . 
sinner resists God’s spirit, but because God is | 


not pleased to overcome his obstinacy by an 
act of his power. As the power of God har- 
dens the sinner’s heart, so it can soften it when 
he pleases. God does all his pleasure. 

Now, does it not appear, that the Dr. plainly 
denies either the power, wisdom, or goodness 
of God?, Does he not attempt to support a 
scheme of divinity, which those venerable men, 
mentioned above, rejected in politics, and re- 
tigion? If we deny the essential attributes of 
God, do we not virtually deny his being? Do we 
not worship an idol?. Lf God makes creatures 


without a desire to bless them, how ishe good | 


in making them? If he, desires to bless them, 
but cannot, do we not_represent him limited in 
power? If God would_bless his creatures and 
has power so to do, but does not know how, is he 
not deficient in wisdom ? If God is infinite in 
all perfection, must he not finally bless all his 
rational creatures? 
how can he make one creature to be endlessly 
miserable? Sa: 


State of things on. this side the Atlantic. _ 
[From the New-¥ork Telescope of January 19.] 


Rexicious Baru. 


On the evening of the 3d of January, 1828, 


a religious bal] was held in the village of Peeks- — 


kill, (N. ¥.) for the benefit of Rev. Mr. Ives, 
an Episcopal clergyman.—About $28 in cash 
was received, and $15 in presents, such as 
clothing, &c. Also $9 for the fiddler, Fiddling, 
dancing, and card playing for the benefit of the 
worthy priest. 1..C3 


Ec Mr. Batrov, of Boston, will preach to- 
the Universalist Soci 
Sabbath, instant, 


political! opinions agree with his theological? : 
He supposes that divine goodness may consis-. 


or happiness for a time, to promote the endless | 


At least, if God is good,’ 


ety in Dedham, the 4th .. 


e 


For the Universalist Magazine. 


ORTHODOX EXTRAVAGANCE. 

Messrs. Editors,—A few days since on tak- 
ing up the Christian Watchman of date Jan’y. 
11, my eye met an article headed “Revivals of 
Religion.”?” The remarks of the editor were to 
shew the evils that had arisen to those revivals, 
by the unhappy style and: manner of some 
preachers. The writer then quotes a cata- 
logue of articles, sent by Dr. Beecher, of this 

city, to Mr. Beman, the man who figured so 
conspicuously in the.late Troy Revivals in N, 
¥. State.. It is astonishing to see the conduct 
of some men, who arrogate to themselves the 
power to dictate and controul in these affairs. 
“They can.see the mote in a brother’s eye, 
but do not feel the beam in their own.”” Among 
the subjects suggested by Dr. Beecher toMr. Be-. 
man, the Nos. 7 and 9 in-particular, struck. me, 
with peculiar reference to the Dr. himself.— 
No. 7 is the following: ‘Bold or imprudent: 
expressions in the ardor of preaching, or uu- 
der the provocation of opposition, or in the de- 
lirious exultation of spiritual pride.”? No. 9, 
“Coarse, blunt, and vulgar expressions. These. 
if indulged by good men indicate or infallibly, 
produce the want of that delicacy of feeling, 
which next to conscience and piety, is our safe- 
guard against impropriety, and when coupled. 
with religion, adorns the doctrine of God our 
“Saviour.” The Dr. once, in the ardor of his 
preaching, when strongly stating the insensi- 
vility of his hearers, by way of application, 
made this beautiful and classical comparison. 
“That they were deaf as. haddocks, and stupid 
as oysters.”* I would ask is such language a- 
dapted to the pulpit? For my own part,I should 
be ashamed, nor would I be so insulted as to 
attend a church where such epithets are made 
use of, and it is furthermore surprising, that 
preachers can so far forget their calling and 
place, as to be guilty of such impropriety.— 
I should recommend to the Doctor to refer to 
his own opinions and make a strict application 
of them to himself. 

I have myself heard epithets and language 
made use of and applied to an audience, by 
preachers, which if one man should apply the 
hike to another in common concerns, it would 
be likely to meet with resentment, and yet 

- congregations will set and be insulted with an 
abusive style of language which would more 
strictly apply to the convicts .of a. state. prison. 
As a specimen of this style, let any sensible 
_ man peruse the pamphlet, lately published in 
Troy, and he will be disgusted with such trash, 
and pity the cause which may require it. 
' Tt is no wonder that there are so many back- 
sliders, (as they are termed) but-it_is more to 
be wondered at, that. there ever should bea 
proselyte to the orthodox sentiments. But 
when we consider, hew fond some are of the 
marvellous, and how much those mysterious 
ideas effect the mind, and destroy the opera- 
tions of reason, at such times the most palpable 
errors are received. It is to be hoped that the 
time is not far distant, when the plaim, beauti- 
ful and simple doctrines, which our Saviour 
taught, will be prefered to those exclusive, and 
irrational sentiments, which are alike dishon- 
orable to God and man. Yours. L. 


* This information was given by one who heard it.., 
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ILLIBERALITY. 


Messrs. Editors,—I was not aware, that 
there was existing among the Editors of the 
Religious papers, that exclusive and party sys- 
tem which is so strongly exhibited by a sect of 


professors at the present time, but that it;does 


exist, | am compelled to admit from the follow- 
ing circumstance: In looking over the N. Y. 
Observer, a.,religious paper, a statement was 
said to be given of all the religious papers that 
were published in this country; but among the 


number, there was no mention made of five or 
‘six (that I know of and doubtless there are 


many others unknown to me,) papers that are 
published of your persuasion. Now asa state- 
ment was said to be given of such a class of 
papers, why were not those df your order also 
specified? I cannot have the. charity to sup- 
pose that the editors of the Observer were ig- 
norant of the fact that such: were published and 
if not, what reason is there for this omission? 
There is but one plain reason that occurs to 
my mind, and that is, the desire and determina- 
tion to keep from the public all publications, 
that do not accord with their exclusive system 
and views. It is indeed to be lamented, that 
such narrow and circumscribed views, should 
find a place in the hearts and minds of those 
who pretend to be the humble followers of the Sa- 
viour of mankind;—‘‘The tree is known by its 
fruit.” Wedo not say the following, but it 
conveys a powerful reproof. ‘He that hath 
not the spirit of Christ is none of his.” If 
pretentions to religion were a proof ofthe pros- 
perity of the Church; happy would it be for 
society, but alas! And it is much to be regret- 
ted; that there is so little of that good christian 
feeling and spirit, particularly among those who 
profess so much of it. L 


From the (Hartford) Religious Inquirer. 


TO THE REV. HOSEA BALLOU, BOSTON, 


Rev. & Dear Sir,—Your obligirig letter ad- 
dressed to me in the Universalist Magazine of 
the 2d inst. claims my acknowledgement. 

The terms of approbation in which you allude 
to the sermon of mine lately published, could 
not fail to be gratifying to one always profes- 
sing “the faith of Abraham,” but who only for 
a few months has appeared the public and a- 
vowed advocate of the glorious doctrine. of 
God’s unwersal grace and salvation. 

Although I have been for some time, persuad- 
ed of the truth of this doctrine, and for several 
years, have taught nothing contrary thereto; 
yet having, until lately, heard or read but few 
arguments in support of it, except those which 
appeared, in a careful examination of the sacred 
writings; I may with confidence say, ‘I neither 
received it of man, neither was I taught it, but 
by the revelation of Jesus Christ—who hath a- 
bolished death, and hath brought life and im- 
mortality to light through the gospel.” 

To be subjected to reproach, can give but 
little uneasiness to one who reflects that this 
has been the lot’ of better men, and, in succes- 
sion, the common fate of all religious denomi- 


‘nations, and of every section of the Christian 


church. How desirable is that-period, so ex- 


pressly promised, when we shall all ‘see eye}. 


to eye—when all shall know the Lord—and 
when there shall be nothing to hurt nor de- 
stroy.” 


In whatever light my principles and pro-|y 


ceedings may be viewed by my brethren of the 


Episcopal Church, I shall still. cherish for them } 


139° 


sentiments of respect and christian charity, and 
especially, the uniform candor and kindness 
with which I have been treated by the excel- 
lent Bishop of this Diocess, merit the acknowl- 
edgement of my gratitude and esteem. 

The good wishes, which you are pleased to 
express, for my future usefulness and prosper- 
ity, are duly appreciated, and I beg you to be 
assured that on my part they are faithfully re- 
ciprocated.., 

A-visit from you again to this part of our 
Lord’s heritage, would ‘gladden the hearts of 
many, and none more truly than, Rev. and Dear 
Sir, your Friend and Brother.in the Gospel. 

Menzigs Rayner. 

Hartford, (Ct. ) Feb. 5, 1828. 


* 
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REFLECTIONS ON THE LORD’S SUPPER, 


“For he that eateth and drinketh unworthily, eat 
eth and drinketh damnation to himself, not dis- 
cermng the Lord’s body.” —1 Cor. xi. 29. 


This passage has been explained in various 
ways.—Some supposing that the participant’s 
unworthiness arose from his not having a pro- 
per sense of the object of the ordinance, and 
by partaking it with an erroneous opinion of it, 
and thus partook. of. it- unworthily. Others, 
that none should partake of it but those who 
have been regenerated, born again, &c., and 
that a person should examine himself with great 
caution, and be certain in his own mind, that 
he had experienced religion—had his heart re- 
newed unto godliness; and that a person who 
should partake of it without a certainty that he 
had experienced those changes, would eat and 
drink, damnation to himself. 

To the apprehension of the writer, this is 
erroneous, and requiring too much; it is laying 
too great a constraint on those who would oth- 
erwise be pleased to join in the delightful cere- 
mony. of shewing, ‘The Lord’s death till he 
come.”—Our Saviour made no such require- 
ment of his disciples; nor did he enjoin that 
they should do it often, nor‘at:stated periods; 
all were suffered to partake of it-who had an 
inclination, or felt it to be their duty so to do; 
all he required was, that as-often as they did it, 
they should do it in remembrance of him. 

The custom of celebrating the Lord’s Supper 
monthly, was not the custom of the primitive 
christians,—its origin is of later date; nor was 
it done in synagogues only, as at the present 
day, but at private houses, as will appear by a 
strict examination of the new testament; for it 
was the custom of ancient days to be ‘‘break- 
ing bread from house to house.””—Acts ii. 46. 
But to return, what are we to understand by 
eating and drinking unworthily? . It is evident 
to me that their eating and drinking to excess 
was the unworthiness. against which the apos- 
tle cautioned them.. For in 1 Cor. xi. 17 and 
18 he says, ‘‘Now in this that I declare unto 
you, I praise you not; that ye come together 
not for the better, but for the worse; for first of 
all; when ye come together in the church, I 
hear there are divisions among you,” &c. verse 
21, “For in eating, every one taketh before other 
his own supper, and ove is hungry and another 
is drunken.”? He then breaks out as follows in 
verse 22. “What! have ye not houses to eat 
and drink in? of despise ye the church of God, 
and shame them that have not? What shail [° 
say to you? shail I praise you in this? I praise 
ou not.” He.then informs them what he re- 
ceived of the Lord concerning this ordinance, 
and at the 29th verse, he says, ‘For he that 


‘eateth and drinketh unworthily, 
drinketh damnation [condemnation] to himself,” 
&e. Then in the following verse he tells us 
what are the consequences of their practice of 
thus eating and drinking, viz. “For this cause 
many are weak and sickly among you, and 
many sleep.” And in verses 33 and 34 he 
says, “(Wherefore my brethren, when ye come 
together to eat, tarry one for another, and if 
any man hunger, let him eat at home; that ye 
come not togther unto condemnation.” i 
From a candid, and I hope impartial exami- 
nation of this passage, I must confess that I 
can come to no other conclusion than this— 
That the reason why they ate and drank un- 


worthily was, that they ate and drank disorder-, 


ly, not waiting “teach ‘Yor the other,” and to 


excess. , If the conclusion therefore, to which 
I have come, be true, I think it will effectually 
do away the fears of many ‘a well meaning 
Christian, who has been deterred from partici- 
pating in this delightful service, from a misap- 
prehension of this (to them andto many) appal- 
ling passage. If this examination and explana- 
tion should be the means of dissipating the 
doubts, and strengthening the inclinations of 
sober, temperate, and well disposed Christians 
to celebrate the shewing forth ‘the Lord’s 
death till he come,” I shall, with a grateful 
heart, return thanks to the great Disposer of 
all events, for inclining my heart, and thus en- 
abling me to shew forth my love for the breth- 
ren, Cuauncy, 


From the Utica, N, Y. Magazine. 


ANOTHER CONVERT TO THE TRUTH. 
Danielsville, Dec, 16, 1827. 

Mr. Editor,—I wish to inform you and avail 
myself of the privilege, of laying before the 
public, a sketch of the dealings of the Baptist 
church of Newport (of which I was a mem- 
ber) with me for conscientiously believing in 
the final salvation of all men, from sin and 
misery. 

Whilst I supported the doctrine of endless 
and unmerciful punishment, which I endeavor- 
ed todo, for about five years, I was often 
called to reflect on the excruciating pain and 
misery which I was taught to believe, that the 
Supreme Being who created all things and 
whose ‘tender mercies are over all his works,” 
would inflict upon a part of his creation, and 
could not reconcile them together, At length 
iny raind became much agitated. I found evi- 
dence from scripture that God would have all 
inen to be saved and come to the knowledge of 
the truth, &e. About this time, [heard of the 
death of a brother, who had never made a pub- 
lic profession of religion. He died suddenly, 
and according to the creed of the church, must 
suffer the tortures of bell. This was shocking 
fo think of; and when at length, I was enabled 
to lay hold on the promises made to Abraham, 
Isaac, and Jacob, which relieved my mind, I 
unfolded the same to some of my friends. 
Ifence it was soon rumored about, that I was 
a Universalist—my brethren shortly heard the 
report. I saw one of them in particular, and 
conversed with him much on the subject. 
During our conversation he uttered language 
something like this. “If I believed the univer- 
sal doctrine, I would as lief kill, murder, lie, 
steal, swear, get drunk, and every thing that 
is bad, as not; for I should be saved at last,” 
Xc, You may judge of my feelings on hearing 
such language as this from a brother, This 
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eateth and|taken into “consideration by the church until you, for embracing and holding the HERESY of 
About the middle of the month I saw] UNiveRsatism. 


being some time in July, the subject was not 
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August, 
one of the brethren, but had but little conversa- 
tion with him. He requested me to attend 
covenant mecting on the 18th. I accordingly 
attended; after they had got through with their 
business, a deacon proposed that they should 
call after brother Holmes. ‘‘He is here,” says 
one, “let him speak for himself.” They finally 
concluded to renew covenant first. I was then 
called upon, when I arose, and addressed them 
in something like the following language: 

Dear Brethren, you have prgbably heard 
that my mind is somewhat different in regard 
to doctrinal points, from what it has been here- 
tofore.' But I shall! not act the part of the 
hypocrite, but tell you plainly the state of my 
mind, 

Q. “In what does the, difference consist?” 

Ans. I -believe that God is in Christ, recon- 
ciling the world to himself, and that he will have 
all men to be saved and come to the knowledge 
of the truth, &c. 

Q. Do you believe that all mankind will be 
saved? 

Ans. I believe that all will be eventually sav- 
ed, not in their sins, but from them. 

After many questions were asked cencerning 
the divinity of Christ, and various other sub- 
jects, some of which, I answered, and some I 
thought fit not to answer at that time—the day 
being far spent, a vote was taken and carried, 
to “appoint a committee to labor with brother 
H. and strive to reclaim him from the error of 
his ways.’? The committee consisted of the 
Rey. Parson L., and deacons B. and W. We 
then agreed to meet on the 26th of the same 
month. We met according to agreement; they 
opened the meeting by prayer, and then pro- 
ceeded to an investigation of the,articles of 
their church;—questions were asked, and ob- 
jections made to such as I thought did not 
comport with the Scriptures of truth. After a 
long conversation, in which they proved un- 
successful in convincing me that I was in 
an error, I requested a letter of dismis- 
sion from them; they said they could not give 
it. LT asked for one specifying nething more 
than my moral character, whilst a member of 
that church. Bet no, nothing but excomunica- 
tion could be done, I have not met since with 
them in covenant meeting, but have receieved 
the following letter of excommunication, which 
I shall Mere copy, requesting you to make such 
remarks as you see fit, and insert the same in 
the Magazine. 

Yours, &e, Geo. P. Hormes. 


COPY OF THE LETTER, 


To Geo. P. Holmes, 

Sir, a report having gone abroad that you 
had forsaken your first love, and was promul- 
gating a belief entirely different from the doc- 
trine held by your brethren—-you having con- 
firmed the said report before the church at 
their meeting of the 18th Aug. last; a commit- 
tee having been appointed to confer with you, 
and endeavor to help your mind, on that sub- 


ject; the said committee having reported their 


proceedings to the church at their meeting of 
the 15th Sept., the subject having been further 
postponed on account of your non-attendance, 
until our monthly meeting on the 20th instant, 
at which time and place you refusing or ne- 
glecting to attend, although having been noti- 
fied thereof and requested: Therefore, after 
some time occupied on the subject, an unusual 
number of brethren and sisters being present— 
Voted to withdraw the hand of fellowship from 


By order and in behalf of the church. 
H. B. Rounps, Church Clerk. . 
Newport, Oct. 22, 1827, 


? 5 
From the (Hudson, N. Y.) Rural Repository. 
THE SOLDIER’S ENFANT, 


Poor babe! that bosom now is cold, 
Which pillows still thy little head; 

No more her arms will thee infold— 
Thy mother, sweet one, now is dead. 

Thy father too, sleeps by her side, 
Her icy arms his neck entwine, 

And thou—O hadst thou with them died! 
A happier fate, lone babe, were thine. 


And yet, how calmly, sweetly thou 
Dost sleep amid this scene of death! 
No sorrow marks thy infant brow— 
As lightly thou dost draw thy breath, 
As though no battle-field were near— 


No blood and carnage round thee spread, 


Unconscious, that thou’rt slumbering here, 
Upon the soldier’s gory bed. 


The moon-beams on thy features rest— 
And on thy lips, there plays a smile; 
As angels, hovering o’er thy breast, 
Inspired thy gentle dreams, the while. — 
Poor orphan! it were meet that they 
Should watch o’er innocence like thine;— 
Of all bereft—some kindly ray 
From heaven on thee must surely shine. 


Thou wak’st—no mother’s voice is near, 
To hush, as it was wont, thy ery; 
A soldier’s Orphan, art thou, here!— 
Thy parents dead beside thee lie— 
A Soldier’s!—then thou shalt be mine, 
Henceforth from harm, thy part ll guard; 
And if but gratitude be thine, 
Tis all 1 ask—a sweet reward! 
Oruo. 


DEDICATION, 


The dedication of the Church at Middleville, 
N. J. took place, on Friday the Ist instant; the 
Rev, Abner Kneeland, preached the dedicatory 
sermon; services commenced at 1! o’clock, A.M. 
This as we believe is the first Universalist 
Church in the’state of New Jersey. It is situat- 
ed five miles from Newark and about six miles 
from Elizabethtown,—We hope that this begin- 
ning to desseminate liberal principles in that 
state will be abundantly successful. ; 

; Christ. Telescope. 
aD 3 ie —__. : ¢ 
UNIVERSALISM AT WASHINGTON, 


By a notice in the United States Telegraph 
of December 15, we learn that our indefatiga- 
ble brother, T. Fisk was to preach on Sunday 
the 18th, at the capitol, in the Representatives’ 
Hall.— Gos, Adv. 

eee 

Marriep in this City, by Rev. Mr. Maffet, 

Mr. Sprague Keene to Miss Henriatta Delano, 


Diep in Chelmsford, Mass. on the 26th of 
January, Dorcas Osgood Dane, aged 30. 


§G-UNIVERSALIST TRACT.2>) 


A Counterpart to a “STRANGE THING,” is now 
published and for sale at this office, price 2 centseach ~ 


to those who take 50 copies, or 37 1-2 per dozen. 

The Anti-Universalist Tract, entitled, “A Strange 
Thing,” has been published by the American Tract 
Society at New-York, stereotyped, and scatteréd over 


‘the whole country, 


